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world, moreover, that has been perhaps untram-
melled by the struggles of the old, it will learn
certain great and significant lessons. Where civil
right is not directly concerned, it will, as in
America,204 maintain that it has no jurisdiction.
It will say that Church membership is a Church
right not a civil right,205 Church discipline a matter
for the ecclesiastical tribunal. It will realise that,
should the Church use her powers ill, she and she
only, will suffer. She will forfeit her privileges
not because they are conditional, and therefore
subject to revocation,206 but because where men are
wronged they will renounce their membership of
the State, be its nature lay or clerical. And the
State will understand that the degree of her free-
dom will be the measure of her progress. In that
event the tragedies of Oxford will not have been
vain.
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